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ENGINEERING AND COMPLIANCE App. number(s) 466659-61
Coating, Printing and Aerospace Operations Team ceReed by Jason Aspall
Reviewed by Hamed Mandilawi
PERMIT APPLICATION EVALUATION Date 08/10/07
PERMIT TO CONSTRUCT EVALUATION
Spray Booth, Oven (new construction)
Applicant's Name: Rohr, Inc.
Company ID No.: 800113
Mailing Address: 8200 Arlington Ave., Riverside, CA 92503
Equipment Address: 8200 Arlington Ave., Riverside, CA 92503
EQUIPMENT DESCRIPTION :
Application 466659:
Title V/IRECLAIM Revision
Equipment ID No.| ConnectefdSource Type/| Emissions Conditions
To Monitoring
Unit
P2.1
Process 1: OVENS
OVEN, DFI, NO. C-87, 26 FT L. | D245 NOx: CO: 2000 PPMV A63.19,
X14 FTW. X 12 FT H., WITH PROCESS NATURAL GAS (5) Cl.17,
BURNER, NATURAL GAS, UNIT [RULE 407], NOX:130 | C6.18,
ECLIPSE, MODEL NO. WX400, LB/MMCF (1) [RULE | K67.8
4.0 MMBTU/HR LOW NOX 2012], NOX: 30 PPMV
BURNER NATURAL GAS (5)
[RULE 2005],
PM: (9) 0.1
GRAINS/SCF
A/N 466661 (New Construction) NATURAL GAS
[RULE 409], PM:
[RULE 404]
Equipment ID No.| Connected Source Type/| Emissions Conditions
To Monitoring
Unit
Process 4: SURFACE COATING P2.1
System 1: PRODUCTION SPRAY BOOTHS
SPRAY COATING D244 PM: (9) [RULE 404]; | A63.5,
OPERATION, G-80,18 FT. L. X HAPS: (10)[40CFR 63 B27.10,
15 FT. W. X 11.75 FT. H., WITH Subpart GG]J; VOC: C1.15,
3 STAGE DRY EXHAUST (9) [RULE 1124]; Cl.16,
FILTERS AND ONE 10-HP VOC: (9) [RULE C4.1,
EXHAUST FAN WITH 1171]; C6.17,
D182.2,
FILTER, 58- 20 IN. X25IN. X 1 D322.1,
IN. PRIMARY FILTERS, 8 20 E71.4,
IN. X 20 IN X 2 IN 2NDARY E175.1,
FILTERS AND 42 2FT X2 FT E175.4,
X1 FT HEPA FILTERS E190.1,
A/N 466660 (New Construction) H23.11,
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K67.1,
K67.6

HISTORY :

The company submitted Application Nos. 466659-61 3387/07 for a RECLAIM/Title V Permit
Revision and permits to construct a paint spraythtbaad a curing oven. The company is a Title \weeu
and is a Cycle 2 RECLAIM facility for NOx emissiansThe company is located in an industrial zone
with nearby residential areas located to the nantth south of the property. There have been natece
complaints filed against the facility. In May 2Q0the company received a notice of violation for
violating permit conditions on a spray booth angpor degreaser. The company has since corrdeted t
problem and is currently operating in compliancéhvihe permit conditions and applicable rules and
regulations.

PROCESS DESCRIPTION

Rohr, Inc. is a subsidiary of the Goodrich Corporatand is a large producer of military and conuiadr
aerospace products. This project will includeitigallation of a new spray booth and curing ovethie
787 Paint Shop located in Building 55 at the faciliThe company will be applying a high temperatur
primer and a metallized epoxy primer coating in $beay booth with a HVLP spray gun. The HVLP
spray gun will be assumed to have a transfer effy of 65%. Particulates in the overspray will be
exhausted to a three stage filtration system. stage with the highest collection efficiency wit the
HEPA filters at 99.97%. The company expects tap®.5 gallons of coatings per day. After the
coatings are applied, the parts will be cured 42080 MMBTU/hr oven at a temperature range of°’E26
230°F. The maximum temperature will be 8#5 The oven will also be used to cure hand applied
sealants and potting materials. The oven will dpgiped with a low NOx burner. The company will be
limiting the natural gas usage of the oven to 39,&0 ft. per day. The operating hours of thepsiop
will be 24 hrs/day, 7 day/week, 52 weeks/yr. Adlan up for both pieces of equipment will be dorita w
acetone.

EMISSION CALCULATIONS :

The company will be applying 2.5 gallons of coasimgr day in the spray booth. 2.0 gallons peralay
the High Temp Primer (5.37 Ib VOC/gal) will be usedbng with 0.5 gallons per day of the metallized
epoxy (5.51 Ib VOC/gal). Outside of the booth fheility will be hand applying 5 gallons of EA956
epoxy (0.08 Ib VOC/gal) and 2.1 gallons per day®17 epoxy (0.065 Ib VOC/gal), and these materials
will be cured in the oven. The VOC emissions frihi@ materials applied outside of the booth, buedur
in the oven will be attributed to the curing oveAM and VOC emissions from materials applied in the
spray booth will be applied to the spray booth.

Spray Booth

Assume 65% transfer efficiency
99.97% control efficiency

PM= 2 x PM,

PM, max = PM,avg

ROG =TOG
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| i
PM, max = 2.5 Sil [B.5 Lbcoating [0.35 ﬂ (solids content epoxy) = [ .44 b PM
ay gal Ib coating day

Rlew . n = 744 ®™ [1- 065)+ 24 = 0.1085 2™

day hr

R2pv v = 0.1085 [(1- 0.9997 ) = 3.3x10° °"™ (PM = 2PM 10)

30 - Day Avg, PM ,, = 3.3x10° 2 PrM 0.5 PMIO0 7 d&y [ 33 % 0 = 0.00 ' PM0

h Ib PM week 30 days day
The facility operates under a facility VOC limit @fL.79 Ib VOC per day, therefore, the 30-Day NSR
ROG emissions will be entered as 0 Ib/day.

ROG, max = 2.0 {7-[5.37 21—+ 0.5 7. [5.51 2/ = 13 50 35

gal d

R1, ROG . =13 50 PR - 24 ¥ = 056 22
ay day hr
R1 = R2

Oven

Up to 7.1 gallons of materials applied outsidehaf booth will be cured in the oven. The facilityeogites
under a facility VOC limit of 1179 Ib VOC per datherefore, the 30-Day NSR ROG emissions will be
entered as O Ib/day. Maximum emissions will beuaed to be equal to average emissions. VOC
emissions from the coatings curing in the oven hatl

ROG, max = 5.0 % [0.08 ¢+ 2.1 % [D.065 22— = 054 275

gal day
R1, ROG . = 054 22°¢ + 24 " = 0,02 "¢
ay day hr

R1 = R2

The oven will also result in NOx, CO, PM and SOxissions from the combustion of natural gas. The
equipment will have a low NOx burner which will tdisin an emission of 30 ppm NOx. This will result
in the following emission factor:

20.9
20.9-b

NOXx EF(Ib/mmcj = ppm[ﬁ } [1.195x10" [F, [V

where

b =standard>2concentrabn (3%)

Fd =Dry F- factor(NaturalGas=8710dscf/MMBTU)
V =Higherheatingvalug(1050MMBTU/mm(cf)

NOXx EF (Ibo/mmcf) = 309% [1.195<0" [B710[1050= 38.3 2

The company will be limiting the natural gas usafjthe oven to 39,500 cu. ft. of natural gas pst. da
Therefore this factor, along with AQMD emissiontfas for natural gas combustion will result in the
following emissions for the oven:
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Equipment VOC NOx SOx (0{0) PM PM10
Emission Factors
(Ib/mmcf) 7.0 38.3 0.83 35 7.5 7.5
Daily Emissions* | 90115 Ib/hr|  0.063 Ib/hr]  0.001 Ib/hr ~ 0.058 Io/hr  OTR Ib/hr | 0.012 Ib/hr
30-Day Avg 0.276 1.5 0.032 1.39 0.288 0.288

*(1050 mmBTU/mmscf)

RULES/REGULATION

EVALUATION :

RULE 212, PUBLIC NOTIFICATION

SUBPARAGRAPH 212(c)(1):

This paragraph requires a public notice for all rmwmodified permit units that may emit air
contaminants located within 1,000 feet from theeodtoundary of a school. According to the
MSN Yellow Pages and Google Maps, the facility witit be within 1000 feet of any schools.
Therefore, public notice distribution will not bequired under this section.

PARAGRAPH 212(c)(2):

This section requires a public notice for all newrmdified facilities that have on-site emission
increases exceeding any of the daily maximums esifsgd by Rule 212(g).

The proposed project will result in an emissiorréase for the entire facility. A Rule 212(c)(2)
notice will not be triggered since the emissiorréase is below the daily maximum specified in
Rule 212(g). The emissions for the new spray baathoven are summarized below:

Pollutant Spray Oven Max. 212(g)
Booth (Ib/day) Daily Emission
(Ib/day) Increase (Ib/day)

CO 0 1 220

NOXx 0 2 40

PM10 0 0 30

ROG 0 0 30

SOx 0 0 60

PARAGRAPH 212(c)(3):

This section requires a public notice for all newmmdified permit unit with increases in
emissions of toxic air contaminants listed in Tdbdé Rule 1401 resulting in MICR greater than
1E-6 per permit unit or greater than 10E-6 pefifgci

The proposed project will result in an emissionréase of toxic emissions associated with the
operation of the new spray booth and oven. Howesdiscussed in additional detail in the
evaluation, the toxic emissions from this equipmailitnot result in an increase in MICR of
more than 1 x 10nor a hazard index greater than 1.0. Public adtimot required under this
section of the rule.
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PARAGRAPH 212(g):

The equipment addition will not result in emissionreases exceeding the daily maximums for
NOx, CO, SOx, VOC or PM10 emissions as specifieRute 212(g). Therefore, a 30-day public
notice period will not be required under this paagd.

Pollutant Spray Oven Max. 212(Qg)
Booth (Ib/day) Daily Emission
(Ib/day) Increase (Ib/day)

CO 0 1 220

NOXx 0 2 40

PM10 0 0 30

ROG 14 1 30

SOx 0 0 60

RULE 401, VISIBLE EMISSIONS
With the proper use of the equipment, no visibléseions are expected.

RULE 402, NUISANCE

With the proper operation of the equipment, no anie problems are expected at this facility. The
facility is located within an industrial area witlearby residential areas to the north and southeof
facility. Because of the high control efficienayugoment on the spray booth and low material usage,
there will be a negligible amount of particulatetteaemitted from this operation (less than 0.001
pound PM, per day). Based on previous experience with aimgiperations, the emissions from the
booth should not result in a nuisance. Compliamitie this rule is expected.

RULE 1124, AEROSPACE ASSEMBLY AND COMPONENT MANUFACTURING

OPERATIONS

In the spray booth, the company will be sprayingetallized epoxy coating and a high temperature
primer, which have coating VOC limits of 700 and&pVOCI/L, respectively. The epoxy will have
a coating VOC content of 661 g VOC/L, and the Higgmperature primer will have a content of
644.3 g VOCI/L. Both of these coatings will meetithiespective VOC limits. They will be applied
with a HVLP spray gun which will meet the transédficiency requirements of subsection (c)(3) of
this rule. The materials (non structural adhegitlest will be hand applied outside of the bootht, b
cured in the oven, they will contain very little X3)less than 10 g VOC/L as applied), and will be
less than the rule limits of a non structural adree this rule (250 g VOC/L). For solvent cleagi
purposes, the facility will be using acetone fenis processed in the spray booth and oven. Acetone
is defined as an exempt compound under Rule 1G#atitg) and adhesive application equipment is
subject to Rule 1171. The company will meet treawcing and coating requirements for this rule.
Compliance with this rule is expected.

RULE 1132, FURTHER CONTROL OF VOC EMISSIONS FROM HIGH EMITTING
SPRAY BOOTH FACILITIES

The facility has a VOC PTE greater than 20 tonsyear and is subject to the requirements of this
rule. This spray booth will meet the exemptionnfrgection (c) of this rule by meeting the
requirements of 1132(h)(2). The allowable usageoatings applied in this booth will be 2.5 gallons
per day which will result in 15 Ibs of VOC per da¥he cfm rating of the booth is 27,000 cfm. The
exemption requires the booth to remain above 10¢B®0and emit no more than 25 lbs of VOC per
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day. The company will be required to measure ttieest rate of the booth as a permit condition
verifying compliance with this rule.

RULE 1171, SOLVENT CLEANING OPERATIONS
The company will be using acetone for spray gurariley. Acetone is defined as an exempt
compound under Rule 102. Compliance with this isikexpected.

REGULATION XIll

RULE 1303(a), BEST AVAILABLE CONTROL TECHNOLOGY (BA CT)
The spray booth will be equipped with a three sfidtgging system including a HEPA filter
which is expected to comply with BACT requirement$ie company is a RECLAIM facility and
therefore Regulation XIll does not apply to the Néwissions from the oven. Compliance with
this rule is expected.

RULE 1303(b)(1), MODELING

There are presently no modeling requirements fo€\D SOx emissions. The emissions for
each piece of equipment are listed in the tablevinelThe emissions from each piece of
equipment will be less than the corresponding $ingeAnalysis values in Table A-1 in Rule
1303. The company is a RECLAIM facility and theref@®egulation XIIl does not apply to NOx
emissions. Compliance with this rule is expected.

Equipment CcoO PM10
Ib/hr Ib/hr

0 3.3x10°

Spray Booth

Oven 0058 | 0.012
Alowabie | /B 3.7 0.41
Emissions| o 17.1 1.9

RULE 1303(b)(2), OFFSETS

The operation of the spray booth and oven will itegu a maximum VOC emission of
15 Ibs/day and CO emissions of one pound per dayis equipment will be included under a
VOC cap of 1179 lbs VOC/day, so there will be ncerall increase at the facility. The
installation of the oven will not cause the fagikt potential to emit of CO emissions to exceed
29 tons per year. The facility will remain withiime limits specified in Table A of Rule 1304(d).
The company is a RECLAIM facility and therefore Rkgion Xlll does not apply to NOx
emissions.Therefore Rohr, Inc.will not be required to provide emission offsets.

RULE 1303(b)(4), FACILITY COMPLIANCE
Based on District's compliance records, the facikit currently operating in compliance with all
applicable rules and regulations of the District.

RULE 1303(b)(5)(A) & 1303(b)(5)(D)

The proposed project does not qualify as a majodification at a major polluting facility.
Further, the proposed project is exempt from CEQ#o&ding to the responses Rohr provided on
Form 400-CEQA for this project. Their responsesReview of Impacts Which May Trigger
CEQA" on Form 400-CEQA were all marked “No”.
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RULE 1303(b)(5)(B), STATEWIDE COMPLIANCE
The Increase in emissions associated with the gezpaddition of the spray booth and oven does
not qualify as a major modification at an existingjor polluting facility.

RULE 1303(b)(5)(C), PROTECTION OF VISIBILITY
A modeling analysis for plume visibility is not ngiged since the net emission increase from the
proposed project does not exceed 15 ton/yr of PMHUD ton/yr of NOKX.

RULE 1401, NEW SOURCE REVIEW OF TOXIC AIR CONTAMINANTS

According to the Material Safety Data Sheets (MSBfa} were submitted with these applications,
Rohr, Inc. will be spraying coatings in this sptayoth that contain toxic air contaminants (TAC)
identified in Table 1 of Rule 1401, with an effeetidate of March 4, 2005 or earlier. The volatile
TACs in the coatings applied in the spray bootH té applied to the spray booth, while volatile
TACs from the materials hand applied outside oftibeth, but cured in the oven, will be applied to
the oven.

For the particulates in the spray booth, the Alimgid Epoxy will contain 5% by weight Zinc
Chromate, and the base component of the Heat ResiBtimer will contain up to 30% by weight
Calcium Chromate. Both of these compounds comtaiavalent chromium which is a carcinogenic
compound.

Hex. Chromium in ZnCr@= (52 Ib Cr/ 181.38 Ib ZnCrfpx 100 = 28.7% o
Hex. Chromium in CaCrgx (52 Ib Cr/ 156.07 Ib CaCux 100 = 33.3% Ct
Hex Chromium in 862-02042 Metallized Epoxy = 0.285% = 1.435%

Hex Chromium in 825-009 Heat Resistant Primer 38:830% = 9.99%

The remainder of the toxic compounds in the coatiagre calculated based on the maximum
expected usages provided by the applicant. Thé toempounds emitted from natural gas
combustion were calculated using the AB2588 emiskiotors. These calculations are located at the
end of this evaluation.

A health risk assessment was performed for eacbepid equipment. The maximum possible
emission of each compound was used. The distanttetnearest residential receptor is 167 meters
and to the nearest commercial receptor is 137 met€he exhaust stack of the oven is 35 feet tall,
and the spray booth is 30 ft tall. For the ovei]RA was performed. The results show that the
resulting MICR will be less than one in a milliondathe HIA and HIC will each be less than 1.0. For
the spray booth, due to the presence of hexavaleonmium, methyl ethyl ketone, xylene, toluene,
ethylbenzene, and methylene diphenyl diisocyan#d&A was also performed. The results showed
a residential MICR of 0.134 in a million and a coemgial of 0.917 in a million. The HIA and HIC
will each be less than 1.0.

A permit condition will be added disallowing theeusf materials that contain toxic air contaminants
as identified in Rule 1401, as amended on Marc2085, or earlier, except for methyl ethyl ketone,
xylene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and methylene dighdisocyanate, and hexavalent chromium. The
chromium content of the coating will also be linditey permit condition. Compliance with this rule

is expected

RULE 1469.1, SPRAY OPERATIONS USING TOXIC CHEMICALS
The company will be spraying coatings containingavalent chromium in the spray booth and will
be subject to the requirements of this rule. Aeahaust rate of 27,000 cfm and a booth crossosecti
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of 211.5 ff, the average inward face velocity will be 127.8fpwvhich will exceed the minimum
requirement of 100 fpm of subsection (d)(1)(B). eThooth will be exhausted at a rate of 8.5 air
exchanges per minute and will require only 22 sdsoto achieve 3 air exchanges after spray
operations cease. A permit condition will be adttetlave the spray booth operating for 30 seconds
after spray operations cease to comply with (d@XL)(The company will be using an HVLP spray
gun to apply chromium containing coatings whichl wiket the transfer efficiency requirements of
(d)(2). This source will be ventilated to air pibn control equipment with an efficiency of 99287

to meet the requirements of section (d)(3). Coamae with this rule is expected.

REGULATION XX-RECLAIM
RULE 2005-NEW SOURCE REVIEW FOR RECLAIM
Rohr, Inc. is a NOx RECLAIM facility and the ovemthe only source of NOXx for this project.

RULE 2005(c)(1)(A)-BEST AVAILABLE CONTROL TECHNOLOG Y

The present BACT guidelines require that a curimgnobe limited to 30 ppmvd NOXx (corrected to
3% O,). The curing oven will have a Winnox WX400 Low K®urner that will meet these emission
limits. Compliance with this rule is expected.

RULE 2005(c)(1)(B)-MODELING

The oven will result in an emission of 0.063 Ib N@x The oven has a 4 MMBTU/hr burner. The
corresponding Screening Analysis limit in Table Asfl Rule 2005 is 0.2 Ib NOx/hr. Since the
emissions will be less than this amount, a sigaiftdncrease in air quality concentration of NOX wi
not occur. Compliance with this rule is expected.

RULE 2005(c)(2)-RTC

The facility holds sufficient RTCs to offset thenaral emission increase for the first year. The
company has an allocation of 19677 Ib NOx for tbheing year, and they reported 12,820 |b NOx
for 2005-2006 year.

RULE 2012 - REQUIREMENTS FOR MRR FOR NOX EMISSIONS
The oven will qualify as a NOx Process Unit undes rule. The facility will be subject to all the
applicable requirements under this rule.

40 CFR 63 SUBPART GG- National Emission Standardsof Aerospace Manufacturing

The facility is a major source pursuant to 863.2] avill be subject to the requirements of this
subpart. To comply with 863.744 the company wdl using acetone for hand wipe operations and
enclosed cleaning systems to clean applicationpewgnt. The cleaner will be an exempt solvent,
that is non-photochemically reactive and is notAPH The facility will be applying coatings that
qualify as specialty coatings under Appendix AlaStsubpart. Pursuant to 63.741(f), there are no
control requirements for specialty coatings. Tpeag booth will have a HEPA filter due to the
presence of chromium. The HEPA filter will haveantrol efficiency of 99.97% on particles 0.3
and larger. The facility is expected to complyhaittis section.

REGULATION XXX:

This facility is in the RECLAIM program. The proped project is considered as a “de minimis
significant permit revision” for non-RECLAIM pollants or hazardous air pollutants (HAPs), and a
“minor permit revision” for RECLAIM pollutants tdie RECLAIM/Title V permit for this facility.
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Non-RECLAIM Pollutants or HAPs

Rule 3000(b)(6) defines a “de minimis significaetipit revision” as any Title V permit revision wier
the cumulative emission increases of non-RECLAIMypants or HAPs from these permit revisions
during the term of the permit are not greater thiay of the following emission threshold levels:

Air Contaminant Dallgbl\s/’l%);;r;um
HAP 30
VOC 30
NOx* 40
PMzo 30
SOx* 60
CcoO 220

* Not applicable if this is a RECLAIM pollutant

To determine if a project is considered as a “deimmis significant permit revision” for non-RECLAIM
pollutants or HAPs, emission increases for non-REMLpollutants or HAPs resulting from all permit
revisions that are made after the issuance ofitheV renewal permit shall be accumulated and
compared to the above threshold levels. This meg@roject is théth permit revision to thditle V
renewal permit issued to this facility oiiay 9, 2005. The following table summarizes the cumulative
emission increases resulting from all permit rensisince thé@itle V renewal permit was issued:

Revision HAP | VOC | NOx* | PMjs | SOx | CO
1°' Permit Revision; change of| 0 0 0 0 0 0
conditions on 23 spray booths
D25, D27, D28, D29, D30,
D31, D33, D34, D35, D36,
D37, D40, D41, D42, D132,
D151, D152, D202, D205,
D207, D210, D217, D223.
2" Permit Revision: addition of O 4 o 0 0 8
one spray booth D 229, two
abrasive blasting rooms with
APC systems D230, D232,
D233, D234, D235, D237,
D238, D239 and two curing
ovens D240 and D241.
3%permit Revision: 0 0 1 0 0 0
construction of one spray boot
D242 and one curing oven
D243

4™ permit Revision: 0 0 2* 0 0 1
construction of one spray boot
D244 and one curing oven

=

=)
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D245
Cumulative Total 0 4 12* 0 0 9
Maximum Daily 30 30 49 30 60 220

* RECLAIM pollutant, not subject to emission accuation requirements

Since the cumulative emission increases resultimg fll permit revisions are not greater than d@npe
emission threshold levels, this proposed projecbissidered as a “de minimis significant permit
revision” for non-RECLAIM pollutants or HAPs.

RECLAIM Pollutants

Rule 3000(b)(12)(A)(v) defines a “minor permit refan” as any Title V permit revision that
does not result in an emission increase of RECLAIMIutants over the facility starting
Allocation plus nontradeable Allocations, or highilfocation amount which has previously
undergone a significant permit revision process.

Since NOx is a RECLAIM pollutant for this facilitya separate analysis shall be made to
determine if the proposed permit revision is coasgd a “minor permit revision” for RECLAIM
pollutants. Section B of the Title V permit shothat this facility’s NOx starting Allocation plus
the non-tradable Allocation 37,739 pounds. The proposed project is expeotedsult in an
increase of |Ibs/day 647.5 Ibs/year) of NOx emissions from this permit rewisidess than the
starting Allocation plus the non-tradable Allocaiso of pounds. As a result, this
proposed project is considered as a “minor peravision” for RECLAIM pollutants.

RECOMMENDATION

The proposed project is expected to comply wittapflicable District Rules and Regulations. Sitiee
proposed project is considered as a “de minimigifignt permit revision” for non-RECLAIM
pollutants or hazardous air pollutants (HAPs), arichinor permit revision” for RECLAIM pollutantst i

is exempt from the public participation requirenseninder Rule 3006(b). A proposed permit
incorporating this permit revision will be submdteo EPA for a 45-day review pursuant to Rule 3f)03(
If EPA does not have any objections within the eawperiod, a revised Title V/RECLAIM permit will be
issued to this facility.

PERMIT CONDITIONS
The equipment will be subject to the following péroonditions

P2.1
THE OPERATOR SHALL LIMIT EMISSIONS FROM THIS PROCEBSAS FOLLOWS
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CONTAMINANT | EMISSIONS LIMIT

VOC | LESS THAN OR EQUAL TO7ALBS IN ANY ONE DAY

For the purposes of this condition, the emissionit(s) shall be based on the total combined emissio
from process 1(Ovens) and 4 (Surface coating).

Spray Booth, Application 466660, D244
A63.5

THE OPERATOR SHALL LIMIT EMISSIONS FROM THIS EQUIPENT AS FOLLOWS:
CONTAMINANT | EMISSIONS LIMIT

vVOC | LESS THAN OR EQUAL TO LBS IN ANY ONE DAY

B27.10

THE OPERATOR SHALL NOT USE MATERIALS, EXCEPT FOR MEYL ETHYL KETONE,
XYLENE, TOLUENE, ETHYL BENZENE, HEXAVALENT CHROMIUM AND METHYLENE
DIPHENYL DIISOCYANATE, CONTAINING ANY TOXIC AIR CONTAMINANTS (TACS)
IDENTIFIED IN THE SCAQMD RULE 1401, AS AMENDED 03432005.

C1.15
THE OPERATOR SHALL LIMIT THE COATING AND SOLVENT UBGE TO NO MORE THAN
2.5 GALLON(S) PER DAY.

Cl.16
THE OPERATOR SHALL LIMIT THE MATERIAL PROCESSED T®IO MORE THAN 1.06 LB(S)
IN ANY ONE YEAR.

For the purpose of this condition, material proedsshall be defined as the amount of hexavalent
chromium emitted from this equipment.

To comply with this condition, the operator shatermine the amount of hexavalent chromium as
follows: (the amount of coating used) x (densityfp&rcentage of chromate component) x (the ratio of
hexavalent chromium molecular weight to the chrentatmponent molecular weight).

C4.1
THE OPERATOR SHALL LIMIT THE EXHAUST FLOW TO NO LES THAN 25,000 CUBIC FEET
PER MINUTE.

C6.17

THE OPERATOR SHALL USE THIS EQUIPMENT IN SUCH A MANER THAT THE
DIFFERENTIAL PRESSURE BEING MONITORED, AS INDICATEBELOW, DOES NOT
EXCEED 1.5 INCHES WATER COLUMN.

To comply with this condition, the operator shaBtall and maintain a(n) differential pressure gatag
accurately indicate the differential pressure axthe three stage filters.
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The operator shall record the parameter being mi@dtonce every 7 days.

D182.2
THE OPERATOR SHALL TEST THIS EQUIPMENT IN ACCORDANEWITH THE FOLLOWING
SPECIFICATIONS:

The operator shall verify the exhaust flow ratewit60 days of initial operation of the equipmelitthe
exhaust fan of this spray booth is repaired, medifor replaced the operator shall conduct testsupat

to an appropriate AQMD approved test method tordete the exhaust flow rate within 60 days of such
repair, modification or replacement.

D322.1

THE OPERATOR SHALL PERFORM A WEEKLY INSPECTION OFHE EQUIPMENT AND
FILTER MEDIA FOR LEAKS, BROKEN OR TORN FILTER MEDIAAND IMPROPERLY
INSTALLED FILTER MEDIA.

E71.4
THE OPERATOR SHALL NOT TURN OFF THE EXHAUST FAN ONHIS EQUIPMENT UNTIL 30
SECONDS AFTER SPRAY OPERATIONS HAVE CEASED.

E175.1
THE OPERATOR SHALL NOT USE THIS EQUIPMENT UNLESS AIEXHAUST AIR PASSES
THROUGH THE FOLLOWING:

3-stage dry particulate filters

E175.4
THE OPERATOR SHALL NOT USE THIS EQUIPMENT UNLESS AIEXHAUST AIR PASSES
THROUGH THE FOLLOWING:

a single stage of HEPA filters individually DOPtex (or equivalent) with 0.3 micron particulateslan
certified to have a control efficiency of not lekan 99.97%, as required by AQMD Rule 1469.1

E190.1
THE OPERATOR SHALL MAINTAIN A MINIMUM STACK HEIGHT OF 30 FEET.

H23.11
THIS EQUIPMENT IS SUBJECT TO THE APPLICABLE REQUIREENTS OF THE FOLLOWING
RULES OR REGULATIONS:

CONTAMINANT | RULE | RULE/SUBPART
PM | DISTRIRULE | 481

voC | DISTRIGRULE | 109

RULE 1401 COMPOUNDS | DISTRICT RULE | %46

K67.1

THE OPERATOR SHALL KEEP RECORDS, IN A MANNER APPRE@D BY THE DISTRICT, FOR
THE FOLLOWING PARAMETER(S) OR ITEM(S):
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the name of the person performing the inspectiaticrmaintenance of the filter media

the date, time and results of the inspection

the date, time and description of any maintenancepairs resulting from the inspection

K67.6

THE OPERATOR SHALL KEEP RECORDS, IN A MANNER APPR@& BY THE DISTRICT, FOR
THE FOLLOWING PARAMETER(S) OR ITEM(S):

daily usage and volatile organic compound emissioasmanner approved by the Executive Officer

Oven, Application 466661, D245

A63.19
THE OPERATOR SHALL LIMIT EMISSIONS FROM THIS EQUIPENT AS FOLLOWS:

CONTAMINANT | EMISSIONS LIMIT

VOC | LESS THAN OR EQUAL TALBS IN ANY ONE DAY

For the purpose of this condition, the VOC limiaklbe based on the emissions from the coatings and
solvents used on the articles cured in this ovée. dperator shall keep adequate records to deratastr
compliance with this condition.

Cl.17
THE OPERATOR SHALL LIMIT THE NATURAL GAS FUEL USAGH O NO MORE THAN 39,500
CUBIC FEET PER DAY.

To comply with this condition, the operator shabtall and maintain a(n) non-resettable totaliZirg
meter to accurately indicate the fuel usage beaipgléeed to the oven.

The operator shall maintain records in a mannerayepl by the District, to demonstrate compliancenwi
this condition.

C6.18

THE OPERATOR SHALL USE THIS EQUIPMENT IN SUCH A MANER THAT THE
TEMPERATURE BEING MONITORED, AS INDICATED BELOW, DES NOT EXCEED 375 DEG
F.

To comply with this condition, the operator shaBtall and maintain a(n) temperature gauge to
accurately indicate the temperature of the oven.

The operator shall determine and record the pamrheing monitored once every 1 days.

K67.8

THE OPERATOR SHALL KEEP RECORDS, IN A MANNER APPR@&D BY THE DISTRICT, FOR
THE FOLLOWING PARAMETER(S) OR ITEM(S):

daily usage and volatile organic compound emissimm hand applied materials in a manner approved
by the Executive Officer



